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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-24 have been examined. Application 10/008,259 (SYSTEM AND 
METHOD FOR PROFILING DIFFERENT USERS HAVING A COMMON COMPUTER 
IDENTIFIER) has a filing date 10/29/2001. 

Response to Amendment 

2. In response to Non Final Rejection filed 06/30/2006, the Applicant filed an 
Amendment on 10/03/2006, which amended claims 1,5-7, 12, 13 and 16-21. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more clainns particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 13 recites "the user tenminal activity data". It is not clear 
if "user terminal activity data" and "the user activity data" are the same terms. For 
purpose of art rejection, the Examiner would assume that said tenns are the same. 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "the user terminal activity data". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 19 is objected to because of it recites "the method of claim 16" when the 
claim 19 filed 10/29/2001 recited " the method of claim 13". For purpose of art rejection, 
claim 19 would be made dependent of claim 16 as recited in the amended claim. The 
Applicant needs to clarify this issue in his next response. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C: 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed In the United States before the Invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an International application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Blasko 
(US 2001/0049620). 

As per claim 13, Blasko teaches: 

A method for profiling different users having a common terminal identifier 
comprising: 

storing user profile histories in a memory, eacti user profile history being stored 
in association with a key {see paragraphs 129-130). 

receiving user activity data at a server from clients over a computer network (see 
paragraph 150); 

receiving user activity data from the server (see paragraphs 50-53); 

extracting profile data from the user terminal activity data (see paragraph 96); 

searching the user activity data for key data that identifies one of a user terminal 
and a user account (see paragraphs 133, 113 "random ID or MAC-ID"; paragraph 53 
"profile ID"; paragraph 66 "social security number"; paragraph 116 "profile vectors may 
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be tracked by virtual identifiers such as a random ID and this ID may act as a profile 
vector identifier"); 

determining whether the key data located in the user activity data corresponds to 
a key stored in the memory (see paragraph 52 "profile vector having a transaction ID 
may be compared against previously store profile vectors to determine suitable 
advertisements"); and 

generating a user identifier key and a user profile history from the extracted 
profile data in response to the extracted profile data failing to conrelate to the user profile 
history stored in the memory in association with the key stored in the memory and 
storing the generated user profile history in association with the generated user 
identifier key and the key stored in the memory. Blasko teaches creating transaction 
profile vectors based on or more actions in a transaction and transmitting said vectors to 
a correlation server, which stores them along with specific profile vectors, wherein 
profile ID are used to correlate said vectors with previously stored vectors (see 
paragraphs 77-78). 

As per claim 14, Blasko teaches: 

The method of claim 13 wherein the profile data is extracted from session data 
(see paragraph 96). 

As per claim 1 5, Blasko teaches: 

The method of claim 13 wherein the profile data is extracted from browse period 
data (see paragraphs 96 and 117). 

As per claim 16, Blasko teaches: 
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The method of claim 13 the determination that the key data corresponds to a key 
stored in the memory includes: comparing of a site Identifier and a resource Identifier In 
the extracted profile data with the site identifiers and resource Identifiers in profile 
histories stored In the memory (see paragraphs 1 17, 160) . 

As per claim 17, Blasko teaches: 

The method of claim 16, the comparison of the site identifier and the resource 
identifier to site identifiers and resource identifiers in user profile histories further 
comprising: 

detecting a low level of correspondence between the site Identifier and the 
resource Identifier of the extracted profile data and any site identifiers and resource 
identifiers in the user profile history stored in the memory in association with the key 
(see paragraphs 130-131). 

As per claim 1 8, Blasko teaches: 

The method of claim 16 wherein the profile data extraction extracts metadata 
associated with the site identifier and the resource identifier (see paragraph 117). 
As per claim 19, Blasko teaches: 
The method of claim 16 further comprising: 

Identifying a user at a terminal that generated user activity received by the server 
by determining which one of at least two profile histories associated with a key stored in 
the memory corresponds with the extracted profile data and selecting an advertising file 
for transmission to the terminal, the selected advertising file corresponding to the 
identified user (see paragraph 87, 130). 
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As per claim 20, Blasko teaches: 

Tlie method of claim 16 wherein the comparison of site identifiers in the extracted 
profile data and the user profile histories stored In the memory compares cookies (see 
paragraphs 92 and 96). 

As per claim 21 , Blasko teaches: 

The method of claim 16 wherein the comparison of site identifiers in the extracted 
profile data and the user profile histories stored in the memory compares Internet 
Protocol (IP) addresses (see paragraph 96). 

As per claim 22, Blasko teaches: 

The method of claim 18 wherein the profile data extraction extracts a subscriber 
identifier that identifies a subscriber site on a cable television network (see paragraphs 
104-105). 

As per claim 23, Blasko teaches: 

The method of claim 22 wherein the profile data extraction extracts a tuned 
channel identifier and metadata, the tuned channel identifier identifying a transmission 
channel to which a receiver is turned at the identified subscriber site and the metadata 
identifies program content on the tuned channel (see paragraphs 104, 105, 121, 150). 

As per claim 24, Blasko teaches: 

The method of claim 23 further comprising: 

identifying a user at the subscriber site by determining which one of at least two 
profile histories associated with the subscriber site corresponds with the profile data 
(see paragraph 114) and selecting an advertising file for transmission to the subscriber 
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site, the selected advertising file corresponding to the identified user (see paragraph 
150). 

Claims 1-12 are system claims which contains the same limitations as claims 13- 

24. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 10/03/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The Applicant argues that Blasko does not teach differentiating between 
users who share a temiinal based upon comparison of user activity data to the content 
of a profile history stored in association with the terminal. The Examiner answers that 
Blasko teaches a system that targets advertisements to users, where said users are not 
required to, but may optionally, provide private information for the generation of profile 
vectors and the profile vectors may be tracked by virtual identifiers, e.g. random ID, not 
relating to his personal infomriation and this ID may act as a profile vector identifier (see 
paragraph 1 16). Blasko uses one or more pieces of deterministic information identifying 
user's identity from the profile vector ID, such as terminal ID (i.e. MAC ID), account 
information (i.e. social security number), internet traffic and television viewing (see 
figure 3, paragraphs 66-67) or alternatively only a random ID. If one or more 
deterministic features are present, an evaluator correlates the user identification from 
the current profile vector with previously stored profile vectors in order to identify the 
user's preferences and interests and thus assist in providing one or more 
customized/personalized incentive to the user (see paragraphs 129-130). Therefore, 
contrary to Applicant's argument, Blasko differentiates between users who share a 
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terminal because Blasko identifies users of temriinals based upon said users' activity 
data (/.e. internet traffic or television viewing) based upon comparison of a particular 
user's current profile vector attributes to the content of previously stored user profile 
history attributes, where said attributes Include detenninistic features such as terminal 
ID, user's account (/.e. social security), internet surfing (i.e. URLs visited), television 
viewing; see paragraph 66-67; figure 3). 

The Applicant argues that Blasko does not teach a comparison of extracted 
profile data to stored profile data to detemnine whether a profile history and a key 
related to a stored key are generated and that Blasko does not compare extracted 
profile data to a user profile history stored in memory. The Examiner answers that 
Blasko teaches correlating a user's identification (i.e. profile ID) with previously stored 
profile vector infonmation in order to identify the user's preference and interest and thus 
assist in providing one or more customized/personalized incentive offers to said user 
(see paragraph 130). Therefore, contrary to Applicant's argument, Blasko teaches 
Applicant's claimed invention. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Herz (US 5,758,257 teaches a system that recognize a particular profile as belonging to 
a particular viewer obviating the need to input user's Ids. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication^or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL LASTRA whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6720 and fax 571-273-6720. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, ERIC W. STAMBER can be reached on 571-272-6724. The official Fax 
number is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





Daniel Lastra 



November 27, 2006 



